
\ Bllorffo;nLo lFtsfL,
'l wltdtilFe@,ftrte

1400 So. 19血

Bozeman,MT 59718 March 26,1999

TO: 
"Governor's 

Office, Julie Lapeyre, Room 204, State Capitol, POB 200801, Helena, MT 59620-0801
Environmental Quality Council, Capitol Building, Room 106, POB 20L704, Helena, MT 59620
Dept. Environmental Quality, Metcalf Building, POB 200901, Helena, MT 59620-0901
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks

Director's Office
Wildlife Division
Lands Section
FWP Commissioners
Dennis Flath

MT Historical Society, State Historic Preservation Office, POB 201202 HeJena, MT 59620-L202
MT State Parks Association, POB 699, Billings, MT 59103
MT State Library, 1515 E. Sixth Ave., POB 201800, Helena, MT 59620
James Jensen, Montana Environmental Information Center, POB 1184, Helena, MT 59624
Janet Ellis, Montana Audubon Council, POB 595, Helena, MT 59624
Gecrge Ochenski, POB 689, Llelena, MT 59624
Deer I-odge County Commissioners, 800 So. Main St., Anaconda, MT 59711
Butte-Silver Bow County Commissioners, 155 W. Granite, Butte, MT 59701-9256
Jerry DMarco, POB 1571, Bozeman, MT 59771 .

Wildlife Federation, POB 1175, Helena,MT 59624
Wayne Hurst, POB 728, Libby, MT 59923
Glen Hockett,745 Doane Road, Bozeman, MT 59715
Skyline Sportsman's Assoc., Box 173, Butte, MT 59701
Anaconda Sportsman's Club, #2 Cherry, Anaconda, MT 59711 -

. Iack Atcheson, State [,and Coalition, 3210 Ottawa St., Butte, MT 59701

ladies and Gentlemen:

Enclo-sed is the environmental assessment that was prepared to continue an existing systematic livestock grazng
system on Mount Haggin Wildlife Management Area. All of the pertinent or potential impacts of the project have

been reviewed, discussed, and analyzed. Due to the minor nature and insignificant effects of the proposed action,
this will be considered the final version of that environmental assessment. It is my decision to approve the grazing
system as proposed.

Sincerely,
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Regional Supervisor

ン 了薦 や
し

一・
一

一
¨
一
・̈

」

一
一
一　

・

´
　
・　　　一　
　
　
　
¨
・　
　
　
　ヽ　　　
　　　　
　̈
　
一　　　　　
　　　　
・



MEPArNEPAJHB495 CHECKLiST

l.TypeofProposedStateActiorrMaintainsystematiclivestockgrazingontheMountHaggin
Wildlife Management Area.

2. Agency Authorityforthe proposed Ac{ion-An EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) is required

for att leases under the FWp Land Leaie-out policy. Agency authority to initiate a lease is found

in 87-1-303 MCA.

3. Name of Project-$/lount Haggin wildlife Management Area Grazing Program'

4. Name, AddreSs and Phone Number of Proiect sponsor (if otherthan the agency)

5. lf APPlicable:

Estimated Construction/Comrnencement Date -
Estimated ComPletion Date -Cunent Status of Projea Design (% complete) 

-
6. Location Afrected by Proposed Action (county, range and township)

Township 2 North Range 12 West sections 1,2,3'4'5'6'7'8'9'10'11 '12'16'18
fownsnib 2 North Range 13 West seclions 12,13

i"*n.ttib S hlotth Range 10 West sections 4,5,6,19,20'21
rownship 3 North Range 11 west 

""aion.-g,1+,t's,io,zo,?1,22,2924 
2627 28,29,31,32,33,34,35

r;rwn;hii g North ilaige fZ West sections i3,24,25,26,27,28,32,33,34'35,36

f ;wnsfrib 4 North Range 11 West sections 24,25,26,35,36

Townshii 4 North Range 10 West sections 28'31,32,33

7. proiect Size: Estimate $re number of acres that would be direcdy affected that are

currently:

(a) DeveloPed: (d) FloodPlain acres

(e) Productive:
inigatedcroPland .. . 

-acnesdrycroPtand .. -. acnss

foresty
1. Main System.--........""7438 acres

2. \M-U SYstem...... 1935 acres

3. Calif-Beaver.......-........ 3425 acres

4. Lower Beaver...... 575 acres

TOTAL..... -.-.13,373 acres

rangeland
1. Main System'.........""'9013 acres

2. Wl-U SYstem'.... 3065 acres

3. Calif-Beaver.........-....'21 1 5 acres

4. Lower Beaver.........'... .860 acres

TOTAL...... "15,053 acres
other - ' -acnes

(b)

residential acres
industrial acres

Open SpaceMoodlands/
Recreation .. 

-acfies
Weflands/RiParian
Areas
1. Main SYstem.... 3490 acres
2. V\ftU $6tem.......410 acres
3. Calif-Bearer....... 395 acres
4. Lower Beaver.... 25 acres
TOTAL 4320 acres
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g. Narrative Summary of the Proposed Ac'tion or Project including the Beneftts and

Purpose of the Prcposed Action.

The proposed action is to continue the systematic grazing prograqs ol the Mount Haggin

\Mldlife Management Area (WMA). The Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) has in place four

separate grazing programs totaling 32,76 acres of the WMA described as follows:

1) The original or the Main Grazing System occupies pastures in the south and west end of the

Vi,IrrA. IGs ilty implemencd by tgE4. FWP inrreriteo a grazing lease with acquisition of the WMA

in 1976. The lease was for 2000 cows on the entire WMA from June to Novemberwith no contnol

or rest from grazing. By 1gB1 a grazing system was developed and fence construction began. By

19g4 the system was-fully operationil. lt is comprised of three pastures wftich constitute a

complete rest rotation system (Hormay 1970) (Iable 1). The total acreage of the grazing system

is approximately 20,000 acres (pasturl 1 is 6800 acres, pasture 2 is 5000 acres and pasture 3 is

8o&'acres). ltis scheduled for i maximum of 1fi)0 animal units (/t000 AUMs) at fair market price

ornenty $iZ.gotnUU. The size and configuration of thepastures are based on livestock grazing

capadt and the three pastures are fenced accordingly. The fencing allorrrs for contnol of livestock

grazing wtrile permitting access to wildlife.

Under the Main Gr:azing System, each pasture receives one of three grazing treatments

annually. The treatments are:
Affitrent: Available to livestock throughout the entire growing season (June 15 - August

1s)
B treatment: Gr:azing by livestock only after seedripe (August 15 - October 15)

c treetment: Rested from livestocl grazing the entire season

Eacfr year the system prwides onethird of the E/stem for grazing during. the growing season

wfrite resting tu,o-fiirds 6t me i."ring system for two full growing seasons. T1ris rest from livestock

grazing miintains maxlmum ptaniano root system vigor and allows seedling establishment on

ireas Lt uare soil. The intention is to allow for complete post-grazing recovery which provides

maximum habitat maintenance.

ichedule for the Mt. Haggin WMA Grazing System.

Adune to 15eeed ripe; b=seed ripe to October 15; C=rest from livestock grazing all season.

YEAR
PASTURE  1998 1999  2000

2001  2002  2003
１

　
２

　
３

Ｃ

Ａ

Ｂ

Ｂ

Ｃ

Ａ

Ａ

Ｂ

Ｃ

Three grazing systems have been developed on the north and east portions of the W[UA.

These grazir€ system! coordinarte with USFS and private land to provide planned rcst ftom grazing

on winter ranges.

2) The WH/ Ranch exchange agreement provides grazing on &410 acres of WMA in exchange for
rest on adjacent prtvate tahOs. Two pastures were developed on the WMA concunent with the



purchase of a conservation easement with the WH/ Ranch in 1996. One pasture is grazed early

each year from approximately April 15 to May 20 with up to 1000 animal units, while the other
pasturl receives complete resl. The system is intended to remove dead or decdent plant matter

on winter range by grbzing prior to theonset of rapid plant growth in the spring. The system also

allcnna for systlmatCfivestock grazing on the private conservation easement lands, which constitute

important deer, elk and moose winter range.

3) The Califomia/Beaver Creek system was created in 1989 in cooperation with the U.S. Forest

Service and Pegasus Gold Corporation. The creation of the Beal Mountain Mine removed a

significant attctnent pasfrrre and reopardized seasorlong, systematic grrazing on U-S- Forest Service

tanO in the German Gulch, Beeisfaight and Beaver Creek drainages. Two pastures on the WMA

(5935 acres) were cfeated to allory the allotnent to function as a true rest-rotation system between

tre FWP anO U.S. Forest Service lands. Saneral miles of electic drop fence and jack leg were built,

with financialassistance from pegasus Gold Corporatinn, to allow for livestock control. WIt A lands

are grazed under a rcst-rotation sareOute by a maximum of 218 animal units during a mi* summer
treatment (July lGAugust 25), a late treatment (August 2$Septembe125) ,or a rest beatnent.
Grazing feei on WII/|A lands are assessed at fair market value, cunently $12.30/AUM. The system

UenefrB wildlib by rernwing land ownership boundaries and conducting grazing over a large area,

with large rest pastures available for the exclusive use of wildlife.

4) The Lower Beaver Creek exchange provides one WtlA pasture for use within the U.S. Forest

Service allotnent in exctrange for p6rpefual rest on the U.S. Forest Service Middle Beefstraight
pastgre. The exchange is directed under a terFyear agreernent betrYeen agencies. The pasture is

included with the Califomia/Beaver Creek system, but fees are assessed at the prevailing federal

rate. The Lower Beaver Creek pasture is grazed under a rest-rotation schedule by a ma<imum of
218 animal units during an earty keatment (June 16July 15), a seed treafrnent (September 2G
October 10) or a rest treatnent. WitOtite benefit from this exchange by having exclusive use of the

Middle aedtstraignt pasture, whbh is steep, isolated, and not conducjve to livestock grazing.

The purpose of the proposed action is to maintain or improve soils and vegetation through

s)rstematic grazing. Beneftts indude: 1) maintenance of highquality vegetation for wintering wildlife;

Zi ptanned rest from grazing on adiacent U.S. Forest Service and private winter ranges; 3)

Oemonsfate the compati=Oility of wildlife and domestic livestock grazing, and ; 4) economic benefits

to local communities through viable wildlif+recreation and livestock grazing based economies.

i0. Lisiling of any drer Local, Stah or Federel agpncy that has overlapping or additional
jurisdiction.

(a) Permits:
Aoency Name Permit Date, Filed/#

(b)   Funding:

@ Other Overlapping or Additional Jurisdictiona! Responsibilities:
Aoenor Name Type of ResPonsibility
DNRC
BLM
USFS

960 acres of inholding
900 acres of inholding
Exctrange Agreement

⌒

3



1. I.AND RESOURCES

Will the proposed action result in:

●a Solllnstabl町 Or Changes tt geO10w S■ ぷmcure?

b. Disruption. rf, splacem€nt, ercion, compaction, molsture

loss. or over-covering of sorl which would reduce productivity

> c. Deslruction, covenng or modification of any unlque

d. Changres in siltation, depooition or erodon pattems that maY

moofy tne channel of a river or stream or the bed or shore of

e. Eposure of people or propefi to earthquakE, lan*lides'

m識 戴 m灘

"the SCOpe and

imFct E unkno,vn, exPtrin wtrY the

can not be erraluated.
Narrative Descncion and Evaludion ol the cumulative and Secondary Effecls on Land Resources (Attach additional pges of narrative if needed):

1b. some minor disruptron or displacement of soil will ocrurunuei tre grazing system. such disruption is minor becaus^

the wltlA is not grazed during the growing season for 2 years followin{ the growrng season treatrnent or is grazed on 
-

every otheryear basis prior to the onset of rapio plant g;owth. such treatments promote soil stability over time because

they allor sufficient time for plants to recovel gri;wth, 
"carbohydrate reserves and establish new seedlings' Early spnng

grazng , nhich takes place on winter range unolr the ww exchrng" ,gt""menl, has the added benefit of removing dead

plant matter wrthout affiecting the cunent v""o plant growth.. Fatt-treatments, in addition to providing rest on u's' Forest

service winter range pastures nare sjecmc iositiie implicauons for seedling establishment through seed trampling

iHormay 1970).

2.1U8

Will the proPosed action result in:

lMPACT°
can im"ま幹
M岬

“

Comment
lndex

Unknown None Minor ¨̈
Ｐ

Ｓ

>a Emssion of air poliuLnに or deteno臓■lon of anlbent air

oualttv?(also see 13(c))          _ _

X

X YES 2b
b Creatlon of ouα 蛍ionable o由

"ヽ
?

c. Alteration of air movement, mdeture, or temperaturo
mttems or anY chanse in climate, efiher l9galry-91lgge!e!!8-

X

d. Ailerte effects m vegreffiion, including crope, due to
increased emissions of mllutants?

X

e oE-.1P-R/D.JEigts, will the proiect result in anv
aisctrarge ufiicn will confltct with federal or state air SIaW
reos? (Also see 2a)

X

f Ctther_

VI

4



2b. some short-lived objec{ionable odors would be created as a naturalbyproduct of a livestock grazing operation' such

odors are short lived in the environment and mitigated ov fi," iaig" 
"irb 

of the pastures and relatively low density of

livestock. AII livestock are removed by the start of the general big game season'

3. WATER

Will the proposed action result in:

> a. Discharge into surtrce water or any alteration ol surfre
water quality including brjt ncrt limited to temperature, clstolved

b. Changes in drainage pattems or the rate and amount of

c. Alteration of the course or magnifude of f,ood Ylder or o0rer

d. Changes tn the arnount of surface water in any water body or

e. Epcure of people or property to water remed hazards srch

f. Changes in tlre g.rality of grorndrrater?

g. Changrec in the qlantity of gnoundurater?

h. lncreare in risk of cortamlnation of surface or groundder?

l. Efrects on any exislirp waier r(ril or reeenration?

k. Effec{r on other users as a reault of any alteration in surfece or

l. |aFoi P-R/D-J. will the prqecf aff*t a dedgnated floodphln?

m OForP‐ⅣD―」:輛‖the proF res哺
Ⅲ,ny管呻 ]躍

'■
「

‖

Efrects on other water users iils a result of any alteratkrn in

surface or

an a narr*ive efolanatim lf the impact un― ,aXplaln why hac not or
the scope

can no( be evaluated.
Narrative oesdiilin and Evaluatbn of the cumuHive and secondary Effects on wder Reeources (Attach adffkmal pages of narrdive if needed):

5



4. VEGETATION

Willthe proPosed action resuJt in:

a. Changes in the divercity, productrvfi or abundance of $ant
ipeci"siinctuclng fees, shrubs, grass' cropo, and aqratic

b. Alteration of a Plant communffi

c. Adrrerse effects on any unique, rare, threatened' or

d. Reduction in acragE or prodlE-tivity of any agricultural

e. Establishment or spread of noxious uteede?

f. .}aFor P-R/DJ, will the proieci affect wedatrG' or Prime and

the unknoffit
il#Ineil a rrarrane e:gtanatiron

can not be evaluded.
|,..aratiye Delclidin and Evaludion of tfie cwnrhive.nd seco(mry Effects on vegEtatbn Relource. (rrltactr addnbnd pagr of narrative il needed):

4a. some changes in the vegetative community are expected under the grazing system' The wMA has an extensive

history of season-rong grazing that rcJffi il ertensive prani retrogression a-ni aamage to both upland and riparian

communities. seasorrlong grazing contintred under FWp oy#nlpin"tr"-"r=a of the main grazing system as a condition

of the sale, until a rest rotation system was designeo "Jil;I;;;t"d 
in 1984. undei FWP management' all four

livestock grazing sysrcms are designed to allow plani succerrion'torrr"rds a climax state' Monitoring since the inception

of the grazing systems has documentea ino""r". in the aistriuution and vigor of willow (salx spp') and sedge (carex

spp.) species in nparian "*. 
uprand pLnt communities, where changes are expected to occur at a much slorver rate,

are also monitorcd by photo points and canopy coverage plots'

The *nrA arso has an extensive historyof rogging adiyity, dflng backwefi over 1@ years- The 
'A'MA 

and adiacent pubr*-

and private lands were initially rogged to .".[t'i"mano= roiriin" timbers and smeher fuel in Anaconda and Butte' ln

recent history the area was rogged to ,iiffi""r .i[i *ur umu"i. FWp inherited a 15 year logging contract as a

condition of tfie sal€, and this conbaci 
"na!'Jin 

ne eaay tggb;i win resuhing extensive ctear iutting and the removal of

over 40 million boafd feet of timber. con,fer ;stsli.tr"'te"t into rangeland-and 
-leesiablishment in existing cutting units will

not hare an impact in the shortterm on ure wun. Long term irp"ar (30-'4q yeaO will likety include modifications to the

grazing program in tire &riromia and geaver creek orainages'as rr.rr 
"r 

consideration of a timber management program'

one hundred years of fire suppression in the area has also praieo a signifrcant role in forming the vegetative landscape'

6



・ 5.FISH/WILDLiFE

the oroposed action result in:

a Detenoration of crticai nsh or v宙 lditfe habtat●

'incfu&an&ctfiEntwth a e$anation the sCOpe tt tne impao ts unknorrn, wny the unknor/n lmpact has not or

can not be e /aluated.
Narratrve Descnil,on and Evaluation of the cumulalivc and s€condary Effects on FishMildife Remurcss (Attach a&fitinnal pages of narrati\€ if needed):

The proposed action is intended to be positive for all wildlife. Grazing treatments are timed to leave high quality

.getation and large spaces that are attractive to wildlife during all seasons. 
.

5h. wolves are curenly pioneenng the area and are a soirce of potential conflict with livestock, although ample

altematrve prey exist. Grizzly bears are not known to exist in the area at this time, but could pioneer the area from the

Lincoln/Scapegoat Wildemess to the north.

b. Changes in the diversfi or ahln&nce of game animals or Hrd

c. Changee in the ciaversty or abundance of nongame specres?

d. lntroduction of ne$/ spccies into an area?

e. Creation of a barrier to the mrgration or movement of anrmab?

f. Adverse effects on any uniqle, rare, threateried, or endangered

g. lncrease in condltions that stres9 wildife popuhtions or limit

ahrndan.e (rncluding harassment, legBl or iltegal harved o{ other

h roEqE-R&J., will the prolect be performed in any area rn

wfrrcn tae species are present, and will the pro1ecl affect any f&E

:酬 潤T調認朧 ∬需概謂響

6. NOISE/ELECTRICAL EFFECTS

Willthe proposed action result in:

lMPACT・
Can lm鳴
Be Mttpted

Comment
lndex

Unknorwr None Mいor
Pot劇葡ally

Slcniflcant

a. lncreases in exsting norse levels? X

b. Eposure of peode to serye or nuisance nols€ levetB? X

c Creatlon of electromtlc or eloctrom柳 菌 C effects that

●611!d be《±■■rllentalto hulTlan heatth or propr

X

d lnterference η戯h radlo ortel“ m recer10n and

ODeration?                       _______

X



7.IAND USE

Will the proposed action result in:

a. Aheration of or interference wilh the productivity or

b. Conflicled with a des(nated natural area or area of unusual

c. Conflici with any exiating hnd use wtrooe preserce vvould

or potentially prohibit the propoeed actitx?

d. Adverse effects on or relocdion of residences?

ecope and le,vel lf the impct b unknox,n, unkno /n'hcu*an &cfunertw{h a narrdile e$*rnmoo
can not be evaluated.
Narrdive De&ription and Evaluatforn o( the c,umulative and seconery Effects on Land Re.ourc€s (Attach additional pages of narrdive if needed):

7a. The proposed grazing beaunents should have a posiwe influence on the productivity and profitability of existing Public

and private land use in the area. Grazing the WMA in exchange fur rest on adjacent public and private lands illustates

the compatibility of livestock production and wildlife-recreation based economies-

E. RISI(TIEALTH HAZARDS

Willthe proposed action result in:

a. Risk of an e>glsion or release o, hazardoue eubstancao
(including, but not limited to oil, pesticides' chemicals, or
radiation) in the event of an accident or oth€r forms of

b. Affect an eisting emer(Bncy r*ponse or ernergencY
or create a need for a netn

c. Creation of any human health hazarcj or potental traand?

d. oFor P-R/DJ, will any chemical toxicants be used? (Abo

'lrdu& an a nanative eptanation the scope and hvel lf the impect is unkrcwn, eptain why the unknown

can nci be evalu{ed.
Narrative Description and Eraludion of the Cumulative and Secondary Eflecta on RiruHealh Hezar& (Attach adnkmal Fg3. of nanuwe if needed):

gd. Chemir:al herbicides arg used witrin the grazing qrstenr to confol noxious weeds. Herbicide apPlication is controlled

by a separate regionalweed control EA and all applicable state and federal laws.

8



9. COMMUNIW IMPACT

the proposed ac'tion result in:

b. Alteration of the social sffircture ol a cornmunM

c. Alteratkrn of the level or dotrihrtkrn of emdoFnent or

d. Chanops in inductrhl or comrnercial acfitM

e. lncreased traffic ha:ards or effec{s on exidlng
hansportatbn feililies or pattemt of movenreril of peofle and

a. Alteration of the locatinn, didriMion, density, or gro,vth rate
of the human

a narrdive e4clanation the impact eptain ntry

can not be eEluati.rn.
Naretive oercriCim and Eveluztinn of the Curu.rhtive and Smombry Efrects on commuriity Resources (Attach a*litinal peoB. d narrative it needeo:

impect hat not or

1 0. PUBLIC SERVICES/TAXESTILIIES

Willthe proposed action result in:

b. Will the propced aciion have an effect upon the local or

c. Wilt the propooed action resul in a need for new facilitiel or
subdantbl elterations of any ol the lollowing dimbs: clectrh
porver, natunl gF, other fuel uppfi or clstrihrtim spternr,
or communkrtirns?

d. Will the propoGed action reoult in incr$ed uced of any

> e, Define proiected revenu€ Eourc6

> f. Deftne proiected maintenance coctt.

a. Will the propoced ac-tion have an effecl upon or r6ult in a
ne€d for nGM/ or altered govemmentel rervbcs in any of thc

areat: frrc or polica protec-tion, schoob,
rrks/recreatinnal hcilitiqr, reds or other prHb maintenance,
water cupp!, nver or cepdc q/sterrrr, solki ude clspcal,
health, or other govemmental servks? lf any, specify

scope and hac not or

can not bc andudktn.
Narrdivs Do.criCkn and Evatrtiqr ot the Curnut tiye and Secondery Efecb on Rrdic ScrvixCTacCt ffik:: (A[.c}l addiord pger of mrrative il needcd):

1Ob. The proposed action should have a positive impact on state and local tax revenues by maintaining a viable livestock

industry and wildlif+IBcfieation based cconomy in the area.
1Od. projected revenue sourogs indude fair market compensation, cunently $12.30/AUM for the Main and

Califomia/6eaver Creek leas€s, up to a combined 4410 AUM. lndirect comPensation ancludes increased landowner

tolerance for wintering wildlifa, maintenance of winter range/open space through a viable livestock operation end
lssociated hunting opportunity on adiacent private lands.
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1∝.Mゴntnance cotts br he graJng          y需 ∝'ぷS浙∫∬R:躙艇
tOthe WMA and spualp● leas‖ ke cattl

responsib‖ 町 mth orヽMhOut a grazlng pro                       On the proiect・
All costs Vary be缶にen

tment is investtng substantia:amounts

This fO‖OWS Several years Of nliniFnal

輌脳 餅
 灘 辮 則

R躍繹 聾鮒
溜ML

lowered the depaFment3 burden in recenl

material and the department has furniSヤ

虞覗11葛欝。' 1 1 . AESTHETICS/RECREATION

Willthe proposed action result in:

a. Alteration of any scenic vista or creation of an ae6thetically

offensrye sile or effect that i

b. Alteration of the aesthetic character of a community or

> c. Alteration of the quality or quantity of reqeationaltounsm

d. fFor P-R/DJ, will any d6(rnated or proposed *.9 
91 .

s""nifffiE, trrils or wrldemess areas be impacted? (Atso

has nOt or

'… 卸 urith a narrative scope and ofimmCt_lf
.ffiis 

uninom, eplain

can nct be eElu,ataon.
Narrdive oeecnptbn and Evah.stircn of the cumulative and secondary Effects on AestheticJRecreation (Attach additional PagE6 of narrative if needed):

11c. The proposed action will have a positive effect on the quality and quantity of recreation in the area' vegetation on

the wl\ilA and private lands are enhanceJ through grazing treatm6nts toi ilre benefit of wildlife and the recreating pub

12.CULTURAL/HiSTORICAL RESOURCES

Wilt the proposed action result in:

>a. Destruction or atteration of any site. struc{ure or obiect of

b. Physrcal change that would affect unique cultural values?

c. Effects on exisling rellgioris or sacred usee of a sile or

醐 肥躙 穏 鋼鍵・1澗糧

'in― an attadhmに nttth a na面
～
e tne icope and ffiEffi;rrtnwrrYthe

can not bo evauation.

Nafrdive Detcnphon and Evaluation of the cumurrtive and Secondary Effects on culturauHidorical R€aottfc6 (Afiach adcitbnal pagm of narrath'e il needed):
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13.SUMMARY EVALUAT10N OF
SiGNIFICANCE

the proposed action, considered as a

・
―

m 輛曲 a― e

⌒

織 unkn― impact has nc( or
tf ttre impa is

a. Have impacts that are imIvi{fualty limilcd, h'rt anmulathrely

constderable? (A proiect or progrirm rnay result in impect8 on

two or more separate recources wtrir:h create a srgnifcant

b. lnvofue potential risks or adverse elfecb wttich are
rrmrtdn hn e*rernelv hazardoua il tl,tcy tlcre to occul?

=r淵
卿 TI

d. Estadirh a precedent or likclihood that future actk'ns with

e. Generate suHantial debate or contsovery abo'rt the nature

of the imFcts tha! urould be

f. fFor P-R/DJ, is the proiect epected to tnve organized

opp"sttri or. generate subdantid ptrdic controversy? (Also

g. loFor P-R/DJ, lisl any federal or state peImrt3 required'

can nct be enaluated.



No Action Attemawe. This alternative would mean no livestock would be allowed to utilize the WtvlA. This woutd eliminate the use

exchange agreement thereby lowenng tolerance for wrntenng wrldlife on adiacent pnvate lands. Game damage complaints would

likely increase and the carryuE capacrty of the wrnteffange n o,ild likety be iowered. U.S. Forest Servtce winter rangc pastures wot'l'

riot recelve cunent le, , of res{ thereby dimini$ing wrnter-range values and Autvts could be reduced as a resu}t- This would transias-

to increased huntng opportunfi in the short term but lower elk populalions and decreaseo huniing opportunily in fie tong term'

2. Descri$ion and anatvsrs of reasonable attematives (including the no acuon attemawe) to the oropose<t action whenever alternawes

are reasonably avarlable ano prudent to consrder anct a dbcussron of how the aftematives would be implemented:

3. Evalualion and liding of miligation, slipulalion, or other control measures enforceable by the agency or another government agency:

None

4. Based on the s6nificance criteria evaluated in this EA, is an EIS required? YES / NO lf an EIS is not required, explain why the EA

is the appropriate level of analysrs for thb proposed action:

No, an EA is the appropriate level of analysis. The aoove EA finds impacts that are mtnor and mitigated through the application of

slrstematc grazing treatments. Overall, the proposed action is intended to be posrtive for wtldlife.

5. Describe the tevel of public involvement for this project if any and, given the complexity and the seriousness of the envtronmental

issues associated with the proposed action, is the level of public involvement appropriate under the circumstanccs?

The WIr/tA has been the subject of numerous tours for many private individuals and agency personnel as an example of a wildlife

summer range that b grazed 
"ucc""sffiy 

by livestock wrthout degradation to the wildlife habitat. As the other graztng programs were

implementred, they have been included in the tour demonstratons. The WH/ Coordinated Program includes the wrldlife winter range

p"rt"" of the vllll1A ofielng the opporfunily b view the results of two types of grazing systems wtrich benefit wildlib habibt, recreation

and the local economY.

6. Duration of comment period if any:

None

7. Name, tifle, address and phone number of the Person(s) Responsible for Preparing the EA:

Crarg Fager
'.Jl/ildlife Biologist
'1820 Meadowlark Lane
Butte. MT 59701
406-494-20E2

Kristin Snyder Dougtass
Wildlife Technician
1820 Meadowlark Lane
Bute, MT 59701
40E.49+20E2
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